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ABSTRACT 


In most of the legal systems of the world, especially in Europe, speaking about the Principles of criminal 
law begins with the famous Latin expression: Nullum crimen sine lege. This Principle is often referred to as the 
Principle of Legality. This Principle requires that a person is held criminally liable under the governing law at the 
time of commission of the offence. One of the main requirements of this Principle is the prohibition of retroactive 
force in criminal law. Retroactive Force is a feature of law norms to apply to a case that had occurred before 
its enactment. The Principle of prohibition of Retroactive Force is a Principle of constitutional rank, which is 
not only a national but also a recognized international value. Paragraph "9" of Article 31 of the Constitution 
of Georgia stipulates that the law has no Retroactive Force if it does not mitigate or abolish liability. At the 
first glance, Article 3 of the Criminal Code of Georgia states in accordance with this: a criminal law norm that 
decriminalizes an act or reduces penalty, has retroactive force. A criminal law norm that criminalizes an act or 
increases punishment, has no retroactive force. As much as the requirement of the Constitution is quite broad 
and general in its nature, the wording of Article 3 of the Criminal Code of Georgia seems to narrow down the 
requirement of the Constitution. The paper discusses the compatibility of Article 3 of the Criminal Code with 
Article 31 of the Constitution of Georgia. The practice of the Constitutional Court is discussed and the author's 





recommendations are presented. 


KEYWORDS: Constitution, Crime, Punishment 


In most of the legal systems in the world, especial- 
ly in Europe, speaking about the principles of criminal 
law begins with the famous Latin expression: Nullum 
crimen sine lege. This Principle is often referred to as 
the principle of legality. This principle requires that a 
person is held criminally liable under the governing law 
at the time of commission of the offence. One of the 
main requirements of this principle is the prohibition of 
retroactive force in criminal law’. Retroactive force is a 
feature of legal norms to apply to a case that had oc- 
curred before its enactment. The principle of prohibition 
of retroactive force is a principle of constitutional level, 
which is not only a national but also has international 





1 Turava M. Criminal Law, General Part, Doctrine of Crime, 
Meridiani, 2011, p.p. 10-13. 


recognition. Article 31, Paragraph 9 of the Constitution 
of Georgia stipulates that the law has no retroactive 
force if it does not mitigate or abolish liability? At the 
first glance, Article 3 of the Criminal Code of Georgia 
states in accordance with this: a criminal law norm that 
decriminalizes an act or reduces penalty, has retroac- 
tive force. A criminal law norm that criminalizes an act 
or increases punishment, has no retroactive force. This 
is especially crucial for any modern, democratic state, 
as it is directly related to legal security. It is still debated 
in the literature as to which norms are the addressees 
of this restriction. It is logical that we should assume 
all the norms that in some way establish criminal, legal 





2 Constitution of Georgia, Article 31, Legislative Herald of 
Georgia. 
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liability. In no way should we consider this restriction 
as a mere restriction of criminal norms, because legal 
liability is not only of criminal nature, for example, there 
also is administrative liability. It is also noteworthy that 
at the first glance it seems that the record of Article 31 
of the Constitution and the Criminal Code correspond 
with each other, while in fact there is a substantive dif- 
ference between them, in particular, Article 31 requires 
retroactive force to be applied only in case when the 
law mitigates or abolishes liability while The Code of 
Criminal Law clearly narrows it down to the prohibition 
regarding the use of retroactive force and provides only 
two types of guarantees: 

e The norm doesn’t have retroactive force if the 
norm criminalizes an act; 

e The norm doesn’t have retroactive force if the 
norm increases the penalty — meaning the size 
or the type of the sentence®. 

In all other cases the retroactive force is not restrict- 
ed. Therefore, the question arises, should retroactive 
force be used in the context of mitigating the liability 
of a person, in relation to mitigating a liability, the stat- 
ute of limitations, the conditional sentence term or even 
in case of a suspended sentence? Because, as stated 
above, the issue is partly related to the compatibility of 
Article 31 of the Constitution of Georgia and Article 3 of 
the Criminal Code, we should consider the approach of 
judiciary, in particular the approach of the Constitutional 
Court of Georgia in this regard. 

Concerning this issue, there are indeed cases 
related to the above-mentioned legal dilemma in the 
practice of the Constitutional Court of Georgia. The 
Public Defender and the perpetrators of crime against 
whom the aggravating criminal law was applied, the 
compliance of Article 3 of the Criminal Code with the 
Constitution of Georgia’. In this case, Article 3 of the 
Criminal Code allows the possibility of retroactive 
force application of criminal norms only if the norm 
decriminalizes an act or reduces penalty. Therefore, 
this norm unequivocally prohibits the use of retroac- 
tive force of the law if it criminalizes an act or increas- 
es punishment for it. In the Constitutional Court, the 
plaintiffs considered that in this case, the prohibition 
on retroactive force should not be reduced only to 
the norms related to criminalizing an act or increas- 
ing the punishment. Such an interpretation prevents 
other laws related to criminal liability (e.g., suspended 
sentence, lifting a conditional sentence, statute of lim- 





3 Criminal Code of Georgia, Article 3, Legislative Herald of 
Georgia. 

4 Note: Article 42 of the Constitution of Georgia provided 
for a reservation at the time of the hearing of the case in the 
Constitutional Court. 


itations) that actually improves person's condition to 
be used retroactively. Regarding this case, the Con- 
stitutional Court has clarified that Article 42, paragraph 
5 of the Constitution, in general, reinforces the funda- 
mental principle of legality (nullum crimen sine lege). 
In particular, the first sentence of Article 42, paragraph 
5 prohibits liability for an act if it was not considered 
an offense at the time of its commission. The second 
sentence of the same paragraph, on the one hand, 
prohibits the retroactive force of the law, and on the 
other hand, establishes an exception — if the law can- 
cels or mitigates the liability, it can have retroactive 
force. The Court has emphasized the fact that these 
sentences of Article 42, paragraph 5 constitutes an 
organic unity and ensures that an offense and liabil- 
ity for it, as a combination of coercive measures per- 
formed by the State, will be as defined by the govern- 
ing legislation at the time of the offense. The majority 
of the judicial panel did not agree with the argument 
that the impugned norm restricted the constitutional 
guarantee and prohibited retroactive force in only two 
cases — when “criminalizing an act” or “increasing the 
punishment”. The Court has concluded that the terms 
"criminality" and "punishment" should be fully consis- 
tent with the term "liability" in Article 42, paragraph 5 of 
the Constitution, as "there is no criminal liability with- 
out a criminal action and punishment" and all criminal 
law measures, no matter what name they are men- 
tioned by, are related to them. The Court has addi- 
tionally noted that criminalizing an act and increasing 
the punishment should not be interpreted narrowly, as 
proclaiming certain act an offense or increasing the 
punishment established for it, in general, but should 
also encompass cases where due to certain circum- 
stances an act is criminalized or a punishment is in- 
creased the regarding a certain person. In view of the 
above, the court held that if the statute of limitations 
for criminal prosecution has expired, it means that the 
person has been released from criminal liability and 
that the act specifically committed by them is no lon- 
ger an offense. Extending the statute of limitations 
after a person has the expectation that they will no 
longer be prosecuted is an "imposition of a crime". In 
this case, the impugned norm prohibited the retroac- 
tive force application of the new law. In contrast, if the 
statute of limitations for prosecution of a particular act 
has not expired, its extension under the new law does 
not constitute a violation of the constitutional require- 
ment of prohibiting retroactive force, as in this case 
a person could not have had a legitimate expectation 
that the State would not have been able to prosecute 
the crime committed by them within the prescribed 
period and they would’ve been released from liability. 
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In addition, the Court has held that the words of the 
impugned norm “increases punishment” should not 
be construed so as to include only an increase in the 
size of the sanction. Abolishing the possibility of us- 
ing probation after committing a crime under the new 
law should be considered to be an indirect increase of 
punishment for a criminal act, and applying such a law 
retrospectively would be unconstitutional. Although 
there has been a practice of interpreting and applying 
the impugned norm otherwise, the Court has held that 
the content of the norm itself was crucial. According 
to the established approach, if a norm only allows an 
interpretation that is unconstitutional, it should in itself 
be considered unconstitutional. While if a norm can 
be interpreted in two ways, and allows for a definition 
corresponding to the Constitution, then it should be 
interpreted in accordance with the Constitution and 
should be considered constitutional. Given that the 
impugned norm could have been interpreted in such a 
way as to include the statutes of limitations and norms 
probation and could’ve prevented the retroactive force 
application of aggravating legislation adopted after the 
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offense had been committed, the Court held that the 
norm was constitutional according to Article 42 of the 
Constitution. The opinions of the judges regarding this 
decision were significantly divided’. 

The Constitutional Court of Georgia has quite fruit- 
ful practice regarding the issue of retroactive force. 
Some interesting decisions have been made regard- 
ing this topic. We fully understand and agree with the 
views expressed in these decisions, however we be- 
lieve that the compatibility of Article 31 of the Consti- 
tution with Article 3 of the Criminal Code of Georgia 
still requires further study. The Constitutional Court 
and the doctrine of Georgia have a leading role in this 
process. Given the importance of the issue, it would 
be recommended to clarify the wording in the Crimi- 
nal Code so that this issue no longer raises misunder- 
standings in future. 
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bobodosMOmmb doghM g3ggdomob aodmyg69d0b 8MmdmMy|dohyaho 
bojgomb9d0 


a3M00mb woobsdod9 
sMdmb953a70 73MmM30b 760397ML08740b om 4mMs640 


bd8806dM LNOISIAN: 3BMbLANH IBZ, OOHODoQ@mo, bobsgm~mo 


BLOQMnMdGQO oMbgdgM LbodoMMMy|dM038 
LobdogdoMo OND bobom@Mdo, Bobbo3gyMM|d00mM 
938©M80d0, Lobb~@ob bodoMHM ob 8063089089 
bogooMo oBygd0 BbMd0MD MoMnbyHo B00M0- 
gjdom: Nullum crimen sine lege. bdo0@ 0d 38H0- 
6308b AMabbL|G0g0gH B6MbagM|Qd0b 8HM0bG080b 
bobgemom. oMbodbjg~ma B8MH0b3080 AMOMbOEsb, 
Md soMb bobobmMoabbodoMOMy|dMH0g0 sobgybob- 
8Q90MMOS OOVZOLMOb 00 306M60H, MMIAQMOL3 
8MJdg@g00 Bobo How@gbob OMMb. oMbodbymo 
8H063080b 9M 9MMO AM0Z0MH0 AMMOM3Z600, 989- 
domab o03domgo bobbeob bodoMMomda". 987- 
JoEMd QL BoOModZM LODOMHM aL 6MMIoMd MgZ0bg- 
0d B0ZH39Ca gb Job 0dMJdgMg600OQJ AMAD@oM 
0990M0393009. JBydomob ogHdomsob 8063080 
BOOEDDZAM BMBLHOHIGOVMA MobEg0b 8MH06G0d0, 
HMIAQMAZ 0M BOMMMO QJHMZbjEM0, oM0d9@ 
0MNDMHQOVENO LOgQMMoIMMOLM Qobggemoddoo. bo- 
JoOMggeob BmMbbHoH_GOOb 31-9 BQbemMob ,,9” 3y6- 
Jdbo 0©a96b MMI 306Mbb, MJ 0Z0 oH o0dbLIz0NJ9- 
Ob 06 0H oQJdgob sobygbabdAggdemmooh, JgQdomo 
OM O93Bb.2 FOAM AQdgMZOM ODOL oM|AZ0HgMo@, 
bogoMmggemb bobo~mob bodoMOaoab 3Bmaggbob 
89009 BQO oMeagbb: LoLo~moab bodoMOmoab Bo- 
OMbb, M™MIAQMLE ogJdQob JAQgM gob MOobodoyemM|geo- 
MoMdob 06 odbyog gob bobsgemb, ofdgb Agydomo. 
bobob@mob bodoMO ab 306Mb6b, MMIAQMLE oBgbLg- 
Ob JAgDQOOL OobodoVMyYdMaMdob o6 0d3Z03Mgob 
Lobsganb, JBqQdomd oMo oOggBb. gb Mobobgbo Bobbo- 
89MM9000 LO3806dM BbNdZHgMMdoabood 6900Ld0- 
90 006009DHMZ9, OVIMBZMoAHoQMO Lobgmdbo- 
QOLMZOL, 0AMJHoO MovIMQVboOo0yy ob BaM@d3d0M 
80389500 LODDMHM|OM3 QloygmmMbmy|ooLMob. 
MOHQMHVIMIN OM|PIO) Oo0Zoo 0dob Bo0MdgdM 
M7] MMIAQMN 6MMAQd0O 04 DQdMYOZOb v@M boo. 
MMB089H00 MMI og LoQdoM0 YOOo oymb y3gmo 
00 6MMd0B9, MMAQM LEY M0009 QMMdND oMegbb 





1 (96030 0. bLobbwmob bodoGmowmo, 8o,0@0 bofowo, 
@obodoy~@ob dodogagoo. 

2 bofoonggmob gobbiogygoo, Igbe~@o 31, boJo- 
6n39Mob bogobobI@go@e douby. 


LodoMMM|dM03, NOQVMoMN_V™ Bobyoobdg90m~e~- 
OObL. OMD03 OO OMY 0M YOO HognmZg0~moma gb 
090M9OZ0 DOMENMO LoObob~mob bodoMHMMoab 6m- 
9900b 098MVOZ0O, MoOAQH NQMOMAAMO Bob7- 
bOLdQ9I0MMd0 BOMMMO LOLOMOLLODOMMM |d- 
0380 boboomab o& oMOb, GoQoCNMdO oOMbgdMdb 
06939 os@dabobhAMHo3o0jgmoa  sobyjbabdagommod. 
boyg@o@mM|gomMo oabog, MA gHMoad dJAgbgMg0m 
HoOMJOL BMBLHog_GBZOOL 31-9 AQO~ob Hobobgho 
Od Lobb~Mob LodoMOMob 3BMa@ QIJbo Dgbodod0bom- 
004009 9MMI69HM6 Mg0M]MO Bom IMMob oH- 
bgoMdb DGab.oMLMdMngo0 bbZg0Mdd: 39gdM@, 31-9 
BVOC AMNMOMZL HMI VygQdomMod Bo0dMYyg6g0g~ 
OgHob BOMMMO 04 09dMO3930d0 MMM boy 306™- 
60 odL_oNgob 06 oVJAgedb sobyjbobdggommoobh, 
80006 MMO QbLoY Lobo~@mob LodoMOMoab 3mMagJbo 
0030M0O 0306MM3Zg9db 00 OoMJdob ABydomob ao- 
AMYJbHg0OL OBOHdoOMZobM0b BNDoMM|b0d0 odang- 
30 BOMEMMO MMO GHosab BoMobHAoob: 
© HBqIOMS HMMAOb oF O73gb MY 6MMIdo oBgbg- 
Ob JAQM|ONL OobodoQM@my|dM0Mdob; 
© HBYIOM HMM Dob oH o93b MJ 6MMAd 0030(3- 
gob bobsgenb — bLoqdoMo0o bobsgemob BMd0- 
9 06 Lobgd9.° 
LOgod Y8IM@o J7IMb3ZIZ0dO JBgdo~Mo JgdMIDd- 
MO 0H OMOL. DODOLOM4, HOMgoo 30MbZ0, YO@o 
OgGob MY] ood GodIMYgbHgdgEDON JBQdomo, saMob 
BobygbabdAggo~mmodob AgdbydygJgo0b gHomdo, bo- 
HOodKdVMMdob Zo0O@gd0b, BobodoMMEomModob Zgo- 
©gJd0b BOdoMO 06 LAMY 8NMMdNMO ALSo8Mo0b 
0900b6393000?. 3060006 MMAMMHEY B9IMM o3M- 
60d6gmM LogoMbo boboMMdMH0g gbgdo LogoMmgg- 
MOL BMBLHAH_ZOOL 31 AQo~obs Oo Lobob~mob 
LodoMOMoab BMa gALOL AgLodg AQoOM~ob Agbodo- 
BaOLMOOL JOOS B06Z0b0MOMD JdMoMmMaIAbLosSgmMy|oob 
8NOBMADS, BQMIMO bogoMM3gModb bogmbbhong?7- 
30M LOLMAdNMHMEMMb BNOBMAd 00 bOoZNMOM6H Wo- 
303009600). 





3 bojoonggmob bobbe@ob bodomomob grog gbo, 
dg-3 Iybemo, boJomm3ggmol bogobobde@gdmo dop- 
69. 
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O0M6NdDHAE™ bLoZaMOMdH MoZ303d0Mg00M, Lo- 
JoODZ9IMOL LoZ{ZMbbLHNGHIGOM bobodoMHMmoamb 
8H0JH03000, BH0AMZNC0O AMad|gdHg00 bogdggd0 
HMIQMLY J{I0BZdNMOJoMOd 890MM ombodbyjcn 
LodoMMM|0M03 OoMy|dGob. Lobo~mb~M Oo0d339~- 
8d OS OOHodoQVM@Molh HodIM|b6do0 80Mgd00 MMdAQ@- 
Md BQGDMA B00MY96909@ Ogb6o, doMN BMEAMdO- 
HgMdob QodoyjoMgbgdgmo Lobo~mob bodoMMmob 
306M60, Lobob~mob bodoMHMMob 3BMa@gJbob Ag-3 
BVOMOL AgbooodobModo LogoMoM3:gmMob B3mMbbpo0- 
H_GOoMG*. AMBQIQED DQ_IMbH3|gZ0d0, Lobo~@mob 
bodoMOMob BMa@ ggLOL 4g-3 AQVo~O bLobob~mob 
bodoMOMmob BOMMAQdOL YBQdo~om Bo00Myg69- 
00b Agbodengo~Mdob 9d3g90b DoMenMO A0d06 My 
O6MMD oNJAgdL JdgMgd0L MobodoQeMg0MoModob 
06 odbyoydgob bobsgemb. AodobowModg oM60d67- 
MO MMI AMMIAHNDZHQEMMZ60O BMHdoMogb Bo- 
6Mbob Yyggdomoab aodMYgbgdob My ob oVgdgob 
JO9D900b MobodoVM|oMoMdob 06 0d303Mgdb 
Lobsg@mb. LogMbbHoHIAGOO bobodoMMcomMdo, IM- 
boMAgang900 MZen@byg6 MMI 0d JgdIMb3g3000, 
QIQIOMOL O03MdoeEngd 0H YOO oJgbob Moy3go060mo 
BOMMMO 00 b6MMAJbNH MMAQMOLY 93038d0MO7]- 
00 OOHSDOAEM_AdMaMOAL OoBgbgdob 06 bobsgemob 
B00Z03M Qoob. OL|gHO 0HHAMS8gQHoGOO L8MOb Lod7- 
oMyAoob MMI bobbeMobbodoMHMmy)0MH0g sobybob- 
8B90MMOOLMH OoOZo0gdaMgoymo bLbgo 3o06MbHg- 
60 (008, BOMMdNMO ALSOZMHOb, HOLODOMHAMMdab 
BogoMByengoob Z0@g9d0b, boObMobBdRMMdab go- 
Mg00b AMABQLMnN|I_Idg@MN 6MMAQJ00) MmMdE~|d03 
MHQoMYMHo@M + 09d§Mdgbg096 soMob AMEMdM|- 
Mdob B0d0MY96909™M ogbob ABgydomom. oMbod- 
67 boJIghMoH BODoMM|od0d0, LogmbbHamyzGeM 
LoboGOHHMMA OoodsVbho MMA B3mMbbHad_R:0OL 
42-9 AQOM~MOL 49-5 87bJha LogMMM g§00d0, Qobo- 
0H30390b 306M60g9Mg00b (nullum crimen sine lege) 
QVHOd9HH7M 8M0H308b. 39MdMO@, 42-9 AQoeMob 
09-5 8jbJdhob 8oMBgMO Bob.MoMgdo0 BHdomozb 
BobyobabdAgQgo~mmdob JdAgm@_gdOLMZOb, My ob Bobo 
HoMQgboOL MMOL LoddMMOMMOHM3Z930@ oH 00- 
BODNOMODdS. 000389 8YBJHoL AQMM|] Bobo gd, 
JMO BOM0B, BOHdoMogb Z06Mbob JBqQdomob, Ag- 
MH 0OM08 30 0OAJHb Bo0dMboZeMabb — My 306M60 
OgJdgob 06 odLQoQJgob sobyjbobdggo@mmodob dob 
dg0d~Mgd0 BJMbaDL YQBgQdomo. bobodoMMenmd 
boBN BogbZo0 00 Qogwb, ©mMd 42-9 AQo~mob Ag-5 
8gHJhob oMbNdbyE Bnbo.MoMy|gdg00 MMeEobygeM 
JMHONHMSOL Jd600H Oo VOMV6ZgCYMQ 96, md 
LO0d0MMOCMDHNM M3930 Od Gob 200M Bobyjbobdago- 





4 d960d96o: bogdob bozembboogyggoe bobodsHn~@medo 
gobbo~mgob dodgy bdo, agygdom@oboob (0303d09- 
dy@ eo dob omgo~mobfhobgd@o boJommggmol 
Bobb OoGygQoob 42-9 Jgbeo. 


MMd, OMAMHEY LobgmMIAbIQMb dog aooM]07- 
MO adAEM|00HN MMbObdagdg0NL QHHMdq~0Mdd, 
09690 00830M0, MMEBMHMY odob BoHLodMZ8Md- 
BOD LODDMHOMMOHMMZ9Z0b Howgbob AMIAQH—HdO 
8MJO9OO BZ06MHAOQJb6eEnMdd. LoObodoMOMOM 3M- 
M)B0OL JAMOZEM]LMd0d OM BondBN0Md 0M@a])09- 
HHO, MMA LOMOZM HMMA o0Z06MM]Q6O BMbLAH0- 
HIABODM BoMoHHoob OO JBQdoMob BIMdomMoZg@o 
BbMMMO MM J_gdIMbHZN3Z000 — “Oobodojgm@my]od0M0- 
Mdab’@odBgbgoobob Oo “bobsgmob’ B00303g9d0- 
bob. bobodoMMMMd Boohbo0s, MIA bgHd06g900 
“Oobodog@m|oM0Md0” Oo “bobsgenn” LHIMoeO 
AgLododobMdoddN OYML BMbbLAHAOH _GZOOL 42-9 O7- 
bemob 09-5 8g6qghob HgMd06 “BobQbobdagomon- 
60bM06”, M0@Q06  “bobo~@moabbodoMamy|eMng0 
BobVoabdAgQIO~MMdS OM OMbL|IOMOL JAg@|edO0b Wo- 
HodDOVMyYdMomMdoabo Od OobsoOMdob B0M9dQ” Oo 
yggemo bobbgnobbodoMOMMy0M030 MMbabdNgdD, 
Ho bobgmomoy o% FOOod oyMb AMbL_gbNgdyQ@»0, 
BOMM0H OHMOL OdBZ03dNMQgdgM. LobodoMMEnMd 
M0d00900M 0M600Hd, MMA OobodoQmMy|dMomoob 
Mobgbgo0o Od bobsgmMobl B00Z303M]900 0M YO@o 
BOH000MHOL Z06MMO, MMEBMMY 000 MY 0d Jdg- 
OJOOL LODOMMOMMOdMMZIZ0@ B0dM3O0@9d0 06 
BOLMZa0b OoMBI6NEM  LobsQgMmoL B00303M]d0 Lo- 
BMQ0OMO@, 0M009O 0b939 JOOo IAMNGYZ0bL ALAMO 
89dM13I98I900, MMOQLOG B0M338IIG~O B0MJIM|O9- 
0OL 200M 3BMb3MIHQMO BOHOL BodoMM BAL@|d0 
JO9D900L ModHodoQVEMy|dMomodd o6 AdNAwM|goo0 Lob- 
$9C0. OMBNDHJEvab BoMZ0Mobbobyg00m, Lobodo- 
ONMMd doohboo, ©™MI my Lobo~mobbodoMM@ |o- 
0380 O9Z60b LoOHbOodBIQEMdoab 2000 odMnBAMd, 
gb 60dbo38b MMI BoMHN Bd0MdZ0LUQMad LObomob- 
Lodd0MMEM|VOM0Z0 BobYJbNLIBI0CMMB0LE06H Od 3M- 
H3MgdHQeMoO Bob G09 fho~wgb6bamon Jdg@g00 OMoM 
OHOL OOHodoVEMgdM03Z0. bobModsdy~mmoob go0@o0b 
80QMd9EMN00 Bob 09dOgB, MOG 80Mb AAHM@]00 OM- 
MMONbO, Md Dob JNddMH oMoM gd066MH309- 
(MOJO ©9Z60, OMAMOOEIOb “OobodoQmyoMn0~m- 
oOb MoBgbgoob’. 00 4gIMb3ggZ0dN LOMd{8M OMMIDO 
BOdDOMMDZOS JZQdoe~ng oboewo 306Mb6bo0b Qo00M- 
yg6gdo0b. 000LEQ06 B06b0303900M, My 3Mb63%IO7- 
MO Jdg@M|00b BODOMO O93Z60b bobModdjQeEModob 
B0O0 OF OIMBAM|EnS, JoOLO BoaQMdgamg|odo0 obom~mo 
B6MbObL LoQVAdZgEnBg OM BOMAMDMEISL Yygydo- 
MOL oBMdoMBob BZMbLHOH]_LGNQHO AMMOMsb6ob 
M0MM3Z9Z0b, MoOEQdH 0d JgdMH3Z93Z0d0 8N0Mb oM 
090dEMVOMOS BJMHMO@dS 306Mb609H0 AMMO nbo, 
MMA 0008960 Z0O0d0 LobgmMdb0QM 39 AMo- 
bg9Mbgd0@d Bob Bog Ho~@gbo~Mn OobodoQm~moadb Ao- 
80MM ONZ5Ob ZoHOMHYN9M|ooL Od B0M030b]Q3- 
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